irom chickens to Chine, Gaulle knows what he is doing. 

Every move made by the enigmatic i’rench general turned statesman has teen 
planned and executed with the care and precision of a. military campaign. Kot one 
step has been accidental; not one has been a mistake, from his point of view, 
anyway. 

His objective is clear and readily comprehensible. It is and has from the 
beginning been understood by every foreign office in tie world. Jf gur State 
■i^epartment and press haven’t !QSde it explicit for a simple reason! it is too 



embarrassing. 

Le Grand Charles is not anti-American. He is not motivated by Kaxstimax 
the residues of war-tine jealousies. If, as many writers he ve ' suggested , he suffers 
from dillusions of grandeur, that is not test is behind his diplomatic maneuvers. 
Nor, as others have sh^ inferred, is he seeb^ing^to make himself the leaders of 
the western bloc,(^t o^~d^story NA TO or ^ He wont live long enough for that 

to do him any good in any event. 

>teat, then, is he up to'; His ambitions project is to destroy tte unpuestioned 

leadership of the United States in the testern AiUgnce. 

Impossible 

as this may seem, with western strategy depending upon -American 



missies and thermonuclear power> the wily -^'renchman is well on his way. 

rs zhexhsts i^nd nis strongest help in his grandiose plan has come 
from 'Tashingtonl '.ith an incredible succession of diplomatic boners that ??ould have 
been unthinkable before the day of the a and H bombs fashioned alone and unassisted 
in our iistion’s capital, de Gauile first decided his course was essential anct second, 
that Washington would make it possible. He has capitalized on every one of our 



blunders, too. 
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yret is ano ns not .inti -_-jneri can. He cannot and will not be because it is 
irrevocably true tiiat If theie is a crisis in Europe ianericai power is essential. 
He is as anti-Com :unis t as we but believes our policies are self-defeating, the 
wrong, way to fight the right war. He is waging his diplomatic canpaign as he 
would a military one, and if his judgement and foresight are questioned it would 
do well to recall that he, not Hitler, is the father of the concept of blitzkrieg. 
He has _se erred wrong and been right many times in his long career. 




